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A  CRITICAL  • 

D I S  S  E  RTATION 

ON  THE 

MANDRAKE ,  &c. 


SIR, 


H  E  uninterrupted  Courfe  of 
Friendfhip  that  has  always  fub- 
filled  between  us,  join'd  to  the 

_ _ p  good  Opinion  you  are  pleafed 

to  entertain  of  me,  puts  it  out  of  my 
Power  to  difobey  your  Commands :  And 
I  think  I  can’t  give  you  a  ftronger  Proof 
of  that  Influence  you  have  over  me,  than 
in  complying  to  give  you  my  Sentiments 
on  the  Mandrake  of  the  Ant  lent  $ .  But  in 
the  mean  time  I  can’t  help  accufing  you 
of  an  unfriendly  Piece  of  Severity,  in  inv? 
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pofing  upon  me  a  Task  fo  unequal  to  my 
prefent  Situation,  in  which  I  can  neither 
have  Accefs  to  Books,  nor  indeed  enjoy 
that  uninterrupted  Freedom  of  Thought 
which  the  Intricacy  of  the  Subjed  feerns 
to  require.  However,  as  all  Confiderati- 
ons  ought  to  give  Place  to  that  of  Friend- 
fhip,  I  fhall  endeavour  to  fatisfy  your  Re- 
qued  :  and  if  the  Method  in  which  I  treat 
the  Subjed  will  afford  you  the  lead:  Sa- 
tisfadion,  I  fhall  think  my  time  very  hap¬ 
pily  employ’d. 

The  mod  antient  Book  now  in  the 
World  is  that  of  the  Old  Tejl ament,  pre- 
ferved  by  a  particular  Providence  through 
a  Series  of  Accidents  by  which  Millions 
have  perifhed  ;  and  I  believe  it  is  owing 
to  fome  whimfical  Notions  about  the 
Mandrakes  of  Reuben  mention’d  Gen.  xxx, 
that  fo  many  abfiird  and  ridiculous  O- 
pinions  have  been  advanced  at  different 
times  relating  to  this  Plant.  But  as  that 
Hidory  has  given  no  Foundation  upon 
which  they  could  pofiibly  build  fuch  wild 
Conjedures,  it  would  be  unreafonable  as 
well  as  unjud  to  fufped  the  Veracity  of 

it. - Mofes ,  the  mod  excellent  of  all 

Hidorians,  relates  this  Hidory  with  a 
Candor,  fo  agreeable  to  that  native  Pu¬ 
rity  which  adorns  his  Writings,  that  it  is 

im- 
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fmpoffible  to  conceive  that  he  had  the 
leaft  Delign  of  impofmg  upon  Pofteritv, 

■ - If  a  Cheat  or  Impolition  of  this  kind 

had  once  got  footing  in  the  World,  we 
fhould  have  met  with  heavy  Accufations 

J 

againft  him  in  all  the  Writings  of  Anti¬ 
quity  ;  but  the  contrary  is  evident,  as  they 
all  mention  him,  as  a  Writer  of  great 
Eminence  and  Veracity,  a  moft  famous 
Lawgiver,  and  an  excellent  Man. 

If  we  confider  how  little  we  know  of 
the  Antiquities  of  thofe  Nations,  who 
flourifhed  neareft  the  Times  in  which 
Mofes  wrote,  it  will  appear  no  great  Won¬ 
der  that  we  are  now  perfectly  ignorant  of 
the  Nature  and  Species  of  a  Plant,  whole 
original  Name  is  hardly  known.  We 
have  only  feme  Fragments  of  the  Chal- 
daic  Philofophy  preferved  by  different 
Writers,  and  their  Botany,  if  it  were  Hill 
extant,  would  in  all  Probability  afford  us 
no  great  Satisfaction.  The  Egyptian  Lear¬ 
ning  is  that  from  which  we  might  have 
expeCted  the  greateft  Affiftance  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  prefent  Enquiry.  Antiquity 

■f  The  Author  is  not  ignorant  of  what  Longinus , 
Jpion ,  &c,  have  faid,  but  as  their  Accufations  have 
been  already  fully  anfwered  by  the  moft  eminent  Wri 
fcers,  it  is  not  worth  while  to  regard  them. 
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mentions  their  Learning  with  the  utmoffc 
Veneration.  Macrobius  fays,  that  they 
were  the  inoft  learned  People  in  the 
World,  and  calls  them  in  one  Place,  Om~ 
Ilium  Philofophice  Difciplinarum  Parentcs 
( a ),  and  in  another  Place,  Solos  omnium 
rerum  divinarum  confcios  (b).  But  that 
which  raifes  in  us  the  grandeft  Ideas  of 
the  Egyptian  Literature,  is  that  Teftimony 
given  of  it  in  Scripture,  where  in  order 
to  difplay  the  Wifdom  of  Solomon ,  it  is 
faid  to  have  exceeded  all  the  Wifdom  of  the 
Children  of  the  Ea/f  and  all  the  Wifdom 
of  Egypt .  (c)  Tho*  thefe  are  fufficient 
Teftimonies  of  the  Learning  of  this  Peo¬ 
ple,  it  is  evident  that  there  is  nothing  of 
it  remaining  that  in  any  degree  comes  up 
to  thofe  Encomiums  conferr’d  upon  it  by 

the  beft  Writers  in  Antiquity.  - We 

know  nothing  of  their  Theology  till  it 
was  funk  to  the  lowed:  Degree  of  Stupi¬ 
dity,  and  render’d  them  juftly  the  Jefb 
and  Contempt  of  all  other  Nations.  Rome 
itfelf,  the  Seat  of  all  Idolatry  and  Super-, 
ftition,  had  fo  mean  an  Opinion  of  their 
religious  Rites  and  Ceremonies,  that  A- 
kxand.  ah  Alexandro  tells  us,  the  States 
had  even  prohibited  their  Introduction  a- 

(a)  In  Somn.  ’Scipion  p.  74.  (b)  Saturnal.  p.  22.2. 

(c)  1  King.  Ch.  iv.  ver.  29. 
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mong  them  ;  (a)  And  Juvenal,  in  ofdet 
to  difplay  the  contemptible  Opinion  he 
had  of  their  Wifdom  in  paying  Adora¬ 
tion  to  fach  low  ObjeCts  as  Garlick  and 
Onions,  addreffes  them  with  this  Satyri- 
cal  Expreffion : 

O  Sank!  as  Gent  is  l  quibus  h&c  nafeuntur 
in  hortis  Numina.  (b) 

Their  Hieroglyphical  Learning,  which 
has  made  fo  great  Noife  in  the  World, 
is  the  only  remaining  Proof  of  that  Sci¬ 
ence  for  which  they  were  fo  eminently 
diftinguiftfd.  The  Learned  Pierius  has 
with  great  Diligence  and  Application  en¬ 
deavour’d  to  vindicate  the  Importance  of 
thofe  myftarious  Reprefentations,  and  col¬ 
lected  under  their  feveral  Figures,  all  that 
the  Egyptians  meant  to  exprefs  by  them, 
but  notwithstanding  all  his  Labour,  it  is 
greatly  to  be  feared,  that  the  utmoft  de¬ 
gree  of  their  Probability  amounts  only  to 
ConjeClure.  Pierius  (c)  accordingly  takes 
Notice,  that  the  Mandrake  reprefented  a- 
mong  the  Egyptians  a  fleepy  Perfon,  and 
'an  amorous  Potion.  He  alfo  obferves  that 
it  was  ufed  for  the  Hieroglyphick  of  Joy, 
and  quotes  Xenophon ,  who  in  his  Sympo- 

(a)  Genial  Dierum,  Lib,  3.  p.  88.  (b)  Satyr,  vi. 

{/)  De  Sacris ^£gypt.  Lit.  Lib.  58,  cap.  37,  See. 

fiams 


fiums  makes  Socrates  fay,  Vinum  non  a  life? 
Merori  mederi ,  quam  Mandr agora  homini - 
/w,  letitiamque  non  aliter  excitarey  quam 
Olium  infperfum  ignt  jlammam . 

But  that  which  gain'd  the  Egyptia?is  the 
moll  univerfal  Efteem  was  their  Know¬ 
ledge  in  Medicine.  Manctho  lays,  that  fe- 
veral  of  their  Kings  were  Phyficians,  and 
that,  the  fecond  King  of  the  firlt  Dynalty 

compofed  feveral  Books  of  Anatomy. - - 

Pliny  afcribes  to  them  the  Invention  of 
Medicine,  ( a )  which  it  is  certain,  they 
knew  long  betore  the  Grecian  /. T.fculapius , 
on  whom  that  vain-glorious  People  have 
conferr’d  the  Honour,  and  according  to 
Cultom  enroll’d  him  among  the  Number 

of  their  Gods. - It  is  upon  this  Account 

that  Laffantius  very  juftly  cenfures  the 
Greeks ,  when  he  fays  of  JEfculapius,  Quid 
fecit  aliud  divinis  honor ibus  Dig?iumy  nip 
quod  Sanavit  Ilyppolytum  l  (b)  Diogen. 
Laertius  lays,  Truvrst;  ccvtopunsg  'AiyvTTiSQ 
/tfTpo<s  elvcu  (r)  that  all  the  Egyptians 
were  Phylicians  and  Pliny  tells  us  that 
the  Phylicians  of  that  Nation  were  em¬ 
ploy’d  at  Rome ,  in  the  time  of  Claudius , 
to  cure  a  Difeafe  which  till  then  was  un- 

(n)  Hift.  Nat.  Lib.  2Q.  cap.  2.  ( b )  La£L  de  Falf. 

Religion,  p.  ii.  Ed.  Cant.  (c)  In  \  it.  Platon. 

% 
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known  to  the  Romans .  (c)  Me  calls  it 
the  Mentagra,  from  the  manner  of  its 
Invafion,  and  feems  to  be  the  fame  with 
the  modern  Tetter  or  Ring-worm. 

The  Kings  of  Egypt  were  great  En- 
couragers  of  Learning,  but  thole  of  the 
Ptolemean  Race  exceeded  all  their  Prede- 
ceffors  in  this  Particular.  - -The  Alex¬ 

andrian  Library  was  a  mod  magnificent 
Monument  of  their  AffeCtion  for  Letters* 
and  if  that  mod  valuable  Collection  of 
Books  had  not  been  deftroy’d  by  the  Sa - 
race?ts ,  we  had  been  by  this  time  per¬ 
fectly  acquainted  with  all  the  Learning 
in  the  World.  - —  A  Library  confuting  of 
700,000  Volumes  muff  have  contained 
all  the  Writings  which  were  then  extant ; 
and  with  them  we  have  loft  that  Light 
into  Antiquity,  which  wrould  have  deter¬ 
mined  not  only  this,  but  many  other 
Difficulties,  which  it  is  likely  we  fhall 
ever  be  unable  to  unfold. - *  The  re¬ 

ligious  Zeal  of  this  barbarous  illiterate 
People  has  done  irreparable  Injury  to  the 
Republick  of  Letters.  It  has  render’d 
our  Knowledge  of  the  moft  ancient  Ac¬ 
count  of  Things  imperfeCr,  uncertain,  and 
obfcure,  and  has  been  the  main  Caufe  of 

\c)  Ilia.  Nat.  lib.  xxvi.  Cap.  1. 

B  all 
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all  that  Paffion  and  Animofity  which  has 
fubfifted  among  the  Learned  in  all  Ages. 

As  to  the  Mathematical  Learning  of 
Egypt ,  it  is  not  to  be  queftioned.  The 
molt  ancient  Greek  Writers  ingenuoufly 
confefs  that  all  that  Knowledge  in  Geo¬ 
metry,  which  overfpread  Greece ,  and  ren¬ 
der’d  them  the  mold  illuftrious  Mathe¬ 
maticians  in  the  World,  was  at  different 
times  imparted  to  them  by  the  Egyptian 
Priefls.  And  it  is  demonftrably  true  that 
Greece  was  indebted  to  other  Nations  for 
all  that  Knowledge  which  for  many  Years 
made  it  the  Scene  and  Theatre  of  Arts 

and  Sciences.  - It  is  from  this  Source 

that  we  muft  derive  all  that  can  illuftrate 
the  prefent  Subjedt,  the  Greeks  being  the 
only  Writers  now  remaining  that  have  left 
us  any  Account  of  the  Mandrake .  Yet  if 
we  confid.er  how  long  it  was  before  that 
polite  Nation  made  any  tolerable  Advan¬ 
ces  in  Letters,  it  will  appear  evident  that 
their  Authority  alone  is  not  fufficient  to 
.determine  the  Point.  However  we  fhall 
give  you  an  Account  of  their  BotanickWri- 
ters,  and  make  fuch  Obfervationson  them 
as  the  nature  of  the  Subjedt feems  to  require. 
Let  us  then  begin  with  their  mold  an¬ 
cient  Poet  Orpheus ,  whom  Enfebius  makes 
cotemporary  with  Gideon ,  Judge  of  Ifrael 

0) 
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(a).  This  Man  is  celebrated  through  all 
Antiquity  for  his  extraordinary  Skill  in 
Poetry  and  Mu  lick,  and  hence  is  faid  to 
have  moved  not  only  ?4en  and  Beads, 
but  even  the  very  Stones  themfelves.  Ho¬ 
race  alludes  to  his  Excellency  therein, 
when  he  fays, 

Unde  Vocalem  temere  infecutre. 

Orphea  Sylvee. 

Arte  Materna  rapidos  morantem 
Fluminum  Lapfus ,  celerejque  Ventos , 
Blandnm  et  auritas  fidebus  canons , 

Ducere  quercus  (b) 

Paufanias  (c),  Diodorus  Siculus ,  and  o~ 
thers  ( d )  fay  exprefly  that  he  travelled  in¬ 
to  Egypt ,  and  brought  from  thence  all 
thofe  Rites  and  Superftitions  which  after¬ 
wards  overfpread  Greece.  Arijlophanes  the 
Comedian  mentions  Orpheus  as  the  firft 
who  taught  the  Greeks  to  abftain  from 
killing  of  Beafts,  and  inftrudted  them  in 
their  religious  Rites.  • 

Opyzvg  (xev  yap  rsKsTctg  $vjpi?V  nuTedsi'ie,  <pov m 
t  Equldem  Orpheus  ritus 

me  docuit  &  cceaibus  abftimijfe.  (<?) 

ThisDodfrdne  no  doubt  Orpheus  learned 
from  the  Egyptians ,  during  his  Reiidence 

{a)  Praeparat.  Evangel,  lib.  i.  (b)  OJ.  xii.  lib.  i, 
(c)  In  Attic.  (d)  Diod.  Sic.  lib.  iv. 

(e)  Ad.  iv.  Seen.  2. 

B  a 
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among  them,  and  is  the  firSt  upon  Record 
that  recommended  the  fame  to  the  Prac¬ 
tice  of  his  Countrymen,  who  according  to 
ancient  Cuftom  worshipped  their  Gods 
with  all  kinds  of  Sacrifices.  The  ancient 
j Egyptians  were  you  know  averfe  to  bloody 
Sacrifices,  and  could  never  be  induc’d  to 
follow  the  Pradice  of  other  Nations  in 
this  Point,  tho’  many  Attempts  had  been 
made  by  the  Ptolemies  to  introduce  it  a- 
mong  them.  They  worshipped  their 
Gods  as  Macrobius  oblerves  Precibus  & 
Ihure  folo,,  only  with  their  Prayers  and 
Frankincenfe.  (a) 

Orpheus  is  not  only  famous  in  Anti¬ 
quity  for  introducing  new  Rites  and  Ce¬ 
remonies  into  the  WorShip  of  the  Gods, 
but  what  is  moSt  for  our  purpofe,  is  faid 
to  be  the  firft  who  wrote  on  the  Virtues 
of  Plants.  Pliny  fays  that  he  was  Pr/- 
inus  omnium  quos  Memoria  ntroit,  qui  de 
herbis  curioftus  aliqua  Prodidit .  (b)  How¬ 
ever  Le  Clerc  (c)  obferves  that  Pliny 
in  this  place,  does  not  mean  to  iignify 
that  Orpheus  writ  with  Accuracy  and 
Judgment,  but  rather  intimates  that 
he  wrote  with  a  deal  of  Superftition,  to 

(;?)  Saturnal  lib.  Prim.  Cap.  7. 

(b)  Hilt.  Nat.  lib-  xxv  Cap.  2. 

(c)  Hill,  de  la  Medicin.  Cap.  24. 


which 


C  13  ] 

which  the  Genius  of  thofe  early  times* 
was  extreamly  addicted,  and  we  have 
Reafon  to  credit  this  Conjecture,  hecaufe 
Paufanias  informs  us  that  Orpheus  pafs'd 
for  a  great  Magician  (a).  There  are  fome 
Pieces  afcrib'd  to  him  ftill  extant,  out  af 
which  Mr.  Le  Clerc  has  quoted  fome 
Paffages  relating  to  the  Virtues  of  certain 
Plants,  and  the  Cure  of  particular  Dif- 
cafes :  But  we  have  been  long  ago  fully 
allur'd  that  thefe  and  other  luch  like  Com- 
pofitions  are  fpurious,  tho'  they  be  very 
Ancient,  being  afcrib’d  to  him  in  the 
time  of  Cicero ,  who  fathers  them  upon 
Cercops «  And  we  have  the  Authority  of 
Arijlotle  on  our  fide,  who  fays  that  it 
was  univerfally  believ'd  in  his  time,  that 
there  were  none  of  his  genuine  Writings 
in  the  World. 

The  next  ancient  Writer  in  Botany 
after  Orpheus  was  his  Scholar  Mufaus , 
whom  fome  Authors  will  have  to  be  his 
Son.  ( h )  Arijiophanes  in  the  place  already 
mention'd  afcribes  to  him,  the  teachim. 
Men  Remedies  for  Difeafes ,  and  Pliny 
mentions  him  with  Hefiod  for  celebrating 
the  Polion  of  the  Ancients.  ( e ).  —Homer 
has  alfo  in  many  places  of  his  Poem  treat- 

p?)  In  Eiiac.  (b)  M«tr<stT©-  cA’  « r$  Voecov* 

\c)  Hilt  Nat.  lib.  xxv.  Cap,  2. 

ed 
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ed  of  the  Nature  of  Plants,  and  defcribes 
with  great  Accuracy  the  Grecian  Heroes 
applying  proper  Remedies  to  the  Wounds 
of  their  Followers,  and  particularly  men¬ 
tions  the  Molly  as  an  effectual  Prefervative 
again  ft  Inchant  ments,  and  Savin  as  capa¬ 
ble  of  Caufing  Barrennefs.  Tis  true  Ilo- 
vier  has*  wrote  nothing  profeftedly  on  the 
Subjeft,  but  as  a  Poet  brings  thefc  Things 
occafionally  into  the  Body  of  his  Poem, 
in  order  to  defcribe  the  Manners  and  Cuf- 
toms  of  thofe  early  times. 

The  next  eminent  Perfon  that  claims 
a  Place  here  is  Pythagoras ,  whom  Pli?iy 
fays  was  the  firft,  qui  Volumen  de  earum 
eff’eSlu  compofuit .  (a)  This  Philofopher  ap¬ 
pears  to  have  been  a  very  inquifitive  Per¬ 
fon,  and  fond  of  every  Opportunity  to 
render  his  Knowledge  univerfal.  With 
this  Defign  he  travell’d  into  Egypt  [h)  the 
Seat  of  Arts  and  Sciences,  and  there  im 
ftrudted  himfelf  in  all  their  Mvfteries. 
— Pie  convers’d  alfo  with  the  Magi  from 
whom  he  feems  to  have  borrow’d  many 
of  his  Opinions.  — As  to  his  Knowledge 
in  Phyftck,  it  is  not  to  be  doubted  but  he 
deriv’d  that  intirely  from  the  Egyptians , 

t 

(«)  Hift.  Nat.  lib.  xxv.  Cap.  2. 

(6)  Diog.  Laer.  in  Vita  Pythag. 

who 


who  were  particularly  famous  for  their 
extroardinary  Skill  therein.  But  if  we 
may  judge  of  the  Extent  of  his  Knowledge 
in  Phyfick  by  the  fmall  Fragments  hill 
remaining,  there  will  be  no  great  Reafon 
to  admire  him  for  the  Progrefs  he  made 
in  it.  There  is  nothing  which  more  evK 
dently  fhews  the  grofs  Super ftition  of  the 
Phyficians  in  thofe  early  Ages  than  the 
Notions  of  this  Philofopher  ;  Some  of 
which,  I  fhall  give  You  here  in  the 
words  of  Laertius.  ( a )  He  fays,  ri 
(nr spi^a  ehui  qciyo^jci  iyaf.<puXs  &c.  Semen  effe 
Cerebri  Still  am,  qua  in  fe  calidum  conti¬ 
nent  vapor  ern.  Hcec  vero  dam  infunditur 
XJtero ,  ex  Cerebro  Saniem  et  bumorem 
Sanguinemq .  profluere.  Ex  quibus ,  Caro 

Nervi  Offay  pili  totumq.  confijiat  Corpus  : 
Ex  eo  autem  Vapore ,  Senfum  atque  animiim 
conjlare.  And  fpeaking  of  the  Formation 
of  the  Fetus,  he  affirms  that  it  became 
folid  in  40  Days,  but  that  eleven,  or 
nine,  or  more  generally,  ten  Months,, 
according  to  the  Rules  of  Harmony  were 
requifite  to  make  the  Fetus  intirely  com- 
pleat,  (b) 

As  to  the  Caufes  of  Diftempers,  he 
learnt  without  queftion  all  that  he  has 

A)  fo- 


(a)  in  Vit.  Pythag, 
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faid,  concerning  them  from  the  fame 
Mailers,  his  Notions  in  this  Point  being 
equally  ridiculous  with  the  other.  He 
fays  that  the  Air  is  fill’d  with  Souls,  De¬ 
mons  and  Heroes ,  that  fend  Dreams,  Signs,* 
and  Difeafes  to  Men  and  Beails,  and  that 
it  is  on  their  Account  that  Luflrations, 
and  Expiations  are  perform’d,  [a)  How¬ 
ever,  tho’  Pythagoras  feems  to  have 
had  little  of  the  true  Knowledge  of 
Phyfick,  Cornelius  Celfus  mentions  him 
with  Honour,  and  fays  that  he  and:  his 
Scholars  were  the  firft  that  brought  Rea- 
foning  into  Phyfick,  and  added  that  part 
to  it  call’d  Phyfiology ,  which  treats  of  the 
Human  Body  in  its  leveral  Parts,  and 
whatfoever  relates  to  it  (b). 

Pliny  (c)  whofe  Authority  in  this  Re¬ 
ined:  cannot  well  be  queftion’d,  fays  that 
Pythagoras  compos’d  a  Book  on  the  Ma¬ 
gical  Vert  ues  of  Plants,  which  he  fays  was  af-  , , 
cribed  by  fome  to  Cleemporus  aPhyfician.  (c) 


(a)  Toti’m  Aera  plenum  effe  eofqtfe  Sc  Daemones,  Sc 
Heroes  exiitimari,  arque  ab  his  Hominibus  immitti  Som- 
nia  Sc  Signaatque  Morbos,  neque  l'olum  hominibus,  ve- 
rum  Sc  Pecudibus  ac  Jumentis  reiiquis :  Atque  ad  hos  re- 
ferri  Luftrationes  Sc  Expiationes,  Divinationem  omnem, 
Sc  Vaticinia  &  cetera  id  genus,  Diog.  Laert,  Vit  Pythag. 

(Z>)  De  Re  Medica.  Ilb.  i. 

(r)  Hift  Nat.  lib.  xxiv.  Cap.  17. 
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He  alfo  relates  fome  extraordinary  Powers 
afcrib’d  to  certain  Plants  by  Pythagoras 
himfelf,  and  in  particular  mentions  the 
Coriacefia ,  and  Callicea ,  two  Plants  capa¬ 
ble  of  turning  Water  into  Ice,  and  alfo  the 
Corinthas  and  Aproxis ,  the  former  as  an 
effectual  Cure  for  the  Bite  of  a  Serpent, 
and  the  latter  as  remarkable  for  kindling 
Fire  at  a  confiderable  Diftance,  like  the 
Naphtha  or  Babylonijh  Bitumen .  (a)  What 
thefe  Plants  are  we  know  not,  nor  is  it 
eafy  to  form  Conjectures  about  them,  hav¬ 
ing  loft  all  knowledge  of  the  fuperfti- 
tious  Learning  of  the  Magi ,  from  whom 
it  is  certain  our  Philosopher  had  learned  all 
that  he  knew  relating  to  the  Magical  Vir¬ 
tues  of  Plants.  His  Followers  are  alfo  re¬ 
corded  in  Antiquity  for  joining  Magic  to 
Phyfick  ;  Diogenes  Laertius  has  writ  their 
Lives,  whom  if  you  like  to  confult  you 
will  find  a  great  deal  more  relating  to  their 
Medicine  in  the  Life  of  Empedocles  the 
moft  emmient  of  all  his  Scholars. 

Pythagoras ,  is  faid  to  be  the  firft  who 
confer’d  on  the  Mandrake  the  name  of 
Anthropomorphous  but  upon  what  Foun¬ 
dation  we  know  not.  Yet  I  believe  it  is 
upon  his  Authority  alone,  that  fuch  a 

{a)  Hift.  Nat.  lib.  xxiv.  cap,  17. 

\ 
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Number  of  ftrange  Conceits  have  been 
currently  related  about  it ;  and  in  all  pro¬ 
bability  gave  birth  to  that  common  prac¬ 
tice  of  impofmg  upon  the  Ignorant  the 
Briony  and  other  Roots  cut  by  Art  into 
fiich  a  Form  :  And  no  doubt  the  Man¬ 
drakes  now  at  London ,  are  fuch  a  kna- 
vifli  piece  of  Impofture,  becaufc  we  are 
fure  that  the  Mandrake  has  no  more  Title 
to  that  of  Antbropomorphon ,  than  the  com¬ 
mon  Carrot,  and  Parfnip,  or  any  other 
Plant  whofe  Root  is  bifurcated. 

After  Pythagoras  and  his  Difciples  comes 
De  mocritus ,  who  having  fpent  his  Eftate 
in  travelling  to  fee  the  moft  learned  Men, 
and  inftrudt  himfelf  in  all  the  curious 
Learning  of  the  Eaft,  compos’d  a  Book 
on  the  Nature  of  Vegitables,  which  is  of¬ 
ten  mention’d  by  Pliny ,  and  cenfur’d  by 
him  as  containing  very  monftrous  and  in¬ 
credible  Stories,  (a)  This  Author  in  ano¬ 
ther  place  {b)  gives  us  a  Remedy  or  Com- 
pofition  of  Democritus’*  to  have  five 
Children.  It  con  fills  of  Pine-apples  bruis’d 
with  Honey ,  Myrrh, Saffron  and  Palm  wine , 
adding  afterwards  a  Simple,  which  he  calls 

(a)  Hift.  Nat.  lib.  xxv.  cap.  2. 

(b)  JHiit.  Nat.  lib,  xxiv.  cap.  17. 
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(a)  Lheombrotion ,  and  Milk.  From  thefe 
and  other  things  related  by  Pliny ,  it  is 
evident  that  the  Writings  of  Democritus 
were  full  of  fuch  trifles  and  ridiculous 
Stories,  and  feems  to  have  given  himfelf 
little  trouble  in  examining  into  the  natu¬ 
ral  Properties  of  Vegitables.  However 
many  eminent  writers  mention  his  Name 
with  Honour.  Petronius  fays,  that  he 
drew  Juices  from  all  manner  of  Herbs, 
and  fpent  his  Life  in  making  Experiments 
upon  Stones  and  Plants  ;  {b)  and  Celfus 
calls  him,  Vir  jure  magni  Nominis ,  (c)  a 
perfon  that  had  defervedly  a  great  Repu¬ 
tation. 

Diogenes  Laertius  has  given  us  the  titles 
of  feveral  of  his  Books  concerning  Philofo - 
phy>  Phyfick ,  and  Geometry ,  which  are  all 

now  loft. - There  are  ftill  extant  fome 

Pieces  concerning  natural  Magick  afcrib’d 
to  him,  but  they  are  univerfally  look’d 
upon  as  fpurious. 

(«)  CauJJinus  fays,  that  this  Plant  is  call’d  Semnion  a 
potentire  majeilate,  that  it  was  frequently  eat  by  the 
Kings  of  Perfia  agamft  all  Diforders  of  the  Body  and 
Infirmities  of  the  Mind,  and  that  it  is  of  a  mofl  fragrant 
Smell.  De  Symbol.  /Egypt.  Scient.  lib.  x.  p.  594. 

(b)  Herbarum  omnium  Succos  expreflit,  &  ne  Lapidunj 
Virgultorumq.  vis  lateret,  a^tatem  inter  experiments, 
confumpfit.  Petron.  in  Satyra. 

( c )  De  re  Medic,  lib.  i. 

C  z 
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The  next  Writer  we  are  to  mention  as 
fuitable  for  our  purpofe  is  Ari/iotle  who 
flourifh’d  above  3  50  Years  before  Chrift . 
He  was  a  very  eminent  Perfon,  and  had 
by  means  of  his  Scholar  Alexander  the 
Great ,  more  Opportunities  than  any  man 
of  fearching  into  the  Nature  of  Vegitables. 
He  was  fupply’d  with  all  the  Productions 
of  AJia  at  a  very  confiderable  Expence, 
(a)  and  no  doubt  made  many  curious  Ob¬ 
servations  on  the  nature  of  Plants,  but 
as  he  has  confider’d  them  more  as  a  Philo - 
fopher  than  a  Phyfician  we  can  expeCt  no 
great  things  from  the  Writings  of  this 
eminent  Author,  even  if  we  had  them 
intire.  Of  all  that  he  writ  concerning 
Plants  there  are  only  two  Books  remain¬ 
ing,  which  fall  fhort  ot  that  Accuracy  and 
Exadtnefs  in  which  it  is  reafonable  to  fup- 

pofe  Arijlotle  left  them. - -  They  have 

pafs’d  fa  many  Tranflations,  fuffer’d  fo 
many  confiderable  Alterations,  thro’  the 
Ignorance  and  Pedantry  of  their  Tran- 
fcribers,  that  you  muft  not  expeCt  to  meet 
with  the  Knowledge  and  exaft  }udg-< 
ment  of  one  whom  Macrobius  fays  was 
ignorant  of  nothing.  (/;) 

(a)  PI  in .  Hift.  Nat.  lib.  viii.  cap.  16. 

{b)  Videtur  mihi  vir  tantus  nihil  ignorare  potuillb. 
In  3cmnium  Scipion.  p.  14$. 
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You  know  very  well  how  many  Years 
the  Works  of  this  Philofopher  lay  bury’d 
under  ground,  and  what  Injuries  they  buf¬ 
fer’d  by  this  Means.  Hence  it  is  that 
they  abound  with  many  Contradictions 
and  Difficulties  that  have  perplex’d  his 
Readers  to  this  very  Day  ;  and  for  thefe 
Reafons  it  is  that  fome  learned  Men  have 
afcrib’d  this  Work  of  Arijiotle’  s  to  his 
Scholar  Pbeophrajlus  who  is  juftly  cenfur’d 
for  his  Credulity  in  afcribing  the  Virtues 
of  Plants  to  Magical  Powers,  (a) 

To  Arijiotle  fucceds  his  Scholar  P ’heo - 
phrajius ,  who  has  great  Encomiums  con- 
ferr’d  upon  him  by  the  Ancients.  ( b)Pliny 
calls  him  Hominem  in  Eloquentia  tantum 
nt  nomen  divinum  inde  invenerit ,  and 
Alexander  ab  Alexandra  fays  that  he 
was  Vir  praejiabeli  Sapientia ,  &  in  Rebus 
Phyficis  &  Mathematicis  Magna  Dodlri- 
na  &  Eftimatione .  ( c )  He  wrote  ten 

Books  on  Plants  which  are  come  to  our 
Hands,  but  as  he  confiders  them  chiefly 
as  a  Naturalift  with  refpeCl  to  their 
Growth,  Termination,  and  the  Parts 
whereof  they  confift,  there  will  be  no 

(a)  Gefner.  Bibliothec. 

\b  Hill.  Nat.  in  prefat.  ad  Vefpafian. 

(c)  Genial.  Djerum.  lib,  ii.  p.  80, 

:  great 
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great  Foundation  to  build  any  lafting 
Superftrudhire  on  what  he  has  faid  of  the 
Mandrake .  There  are  only  four  places  in 
his  Hijioria  Plant  arum ,  where  he  makes 
mention  of  this  Plant,  and  in  one  only 
confiders  the  Medicinal  Properties  of  it ; 
the  Leaves  as  a  Remedy  for  Ulcers,  and 
the  Roots  diced  and  beat  up  with  Vine¬ 
gar  as  ufeful  in  Difeafes  of  the  Joints,  to 
procure  Sleep,  and  to  be  given  in  Love 
Potions,  (a)  In  other  places  he  deferibes 
this  Plant,  but  very  inacurately,  yet  in 
particular  takes  notice  of  forne  fuperfti- 
tious  Ceremonies  which  were  wont  to  be 
perform’d  at  the  time  of  gathering  or 
cutting  of  it.  [b)  This  Ceremony  is  too 
remarkable  not  to  defer ve  a  place  here  ;  It 
is  as  follows :  The  Ma?:drake  was  cir- 
cumfcrib’d  three  times  with  a  Sword  whilft 
another  cut  it  down  towards  the  Weft. 
They  were  alfo  to  dance  round  it,  and  to 
talk  many  things  «<pp olurmi.  How¬ 

ever  we  mu  ft  acknowledge  that  Pheo* 

(tf)  KstvA'TS?  i /.di/Sfayoev  to  qvAAov  yjs 

Zvai  QtLen  '3T£?>  TCL  (JUT  CLAtlm  tIu)  S s  fi^div 

qfutiKZhdS  ^vSreifTdV  re  mu  o^&i  Siu$&Qet y  wept  7ct 

GroSzy  $ (KA,  Kett  <&£?<;  wttvov  Kdi  (piAj^pe..  1  iilt.  Plant. 
Lib.  IX.  cap.  io. 

(!?)  Lib.  IX.  chap.  ix.  fub  finem,  Greet  y?d?eiv  3  x)  rov 
U.ctvS^.yor^V  elf  T?H<  fy'piH’  TtfdV&V  Si  GT&S  *Gnri$tU>  Qhk- 
’rrovra.  rev  Sireecv  <niyi^xF'Sr&i,  kcu  heyev  tot 

crA«rct  Greet  d<p?oStoi(ov» 

phraflus 
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phrajlus  is  far  from  giving  credit  to  fuch 
idle  Conceits,  and  plainly  tells  us  that  he 
relates  them  as  fuch  5  yet  it  is  a  very  con¬ 
vincing  Proof  that  the  Botany  of  thole 
Times  was  wholly  built  upon  Magical 
whimlies. 

It  is  true  our  Author  in  the  place  al¬ 
ready  cited  afferts  the  Efficacy  of  the 
Mandrake  in  procuring  of  Sleep,  and  as 
a  neceffary  Ingredient  in  all  Philtres  or 
Love  Potions.  What  Reafon  the  Ancients 
had  to  imagine  that  the  Leaves  or  Roots 
of  this  Plant  were  really  neceffary  in  fuch 
Circumftances,  is  no  where  to  be  found 
among  their  Writings,  but  as  the  Greeks , 
who  are  the  only  People  that  have  left  us 
any  Account  of  the  Mandrake ,  receiv'd 
all  their  medical  Knowledge  from  the 
moll  phantaftical  Nation  in  the  World, 
we  may  reafonably  fuppofe  that  this 
Notion  was  deriv'd  from  the  fame  Foun¬ 
tain.  Lheophrajlus  is  the  firft  Writer  who 
has  afcrib’d  thefe  Properties  to  the  Man - 
drake ,  and  they  have  been  ever  lince  con¬ 
tinu'd  by  his  Succeffors  in  Botany  upon 
his  Authority  alone,  yet  many  more  have 
been  added  by  Diofcorides  whofe  Account 
of  the  Mandrake  you  will  fee  by  and  by. 

How  far  the  Authority  of  Lheoprajlus 
Is  fufficient  to  determine  the  matter  will 

admit 
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admit  of  fome  Difpute,  that  part  of  his 
Writings  being  now  loft,  which  would 
have  been  of  confiderable  Service  in  ad- 
jufting  the  Difficulty  :  Befides  it  is  evident 
that  his  Hijloria  Plantarum  is  not  the 
fame  with  that  which  render'd  *Theo~ 
phraftus  fo  univerfally  efteem’d  among 

all  the  Writers  in  Antiquity.  - - The 

Injuries  of  Time  and  the  Ignorance  of 
Tranfcribers  have  let  in  innumerable  Er¬ 
rors  into  this  Book,  which  the  famous 
Daniel  Heinfius  has  with  great  Judgment 
endeavour’d  to  amend  in  his  elaborate 

Edition  of  Pheophrajlus .  - All  that 

can  be  eftabliffi’d  on  the  Authority  of 
Pheophrajlus  is  this,  that  the  Mandrake 
in  his  time  was  generally  ufed  for  thoft 
Purpofes  already  mention’d,  and  grounded 
upon  no  better  Foundation  than  that  of 
the  Tradition  of  former  times. 

The  laft  of  the  Grecian  Writers  we 
have  to  confult  on  this  Point  is  Diofcorides 
who  was  Phyfician  to  Cleopatra ,  the  great 
Queen  gJ  Egypt .  (a)  He  has  left  us  Six 
Books  on  the  Materia  Me  die  a  ^  wherein  he 

(a)  Til  o'  Salmajius  eppofes  this  Opinion,  there  is  good 
reafon  to  think  that  he  has  carry’d  the  Point  too  far, 
having  no  other  Foundation  to  fupport  his  Hypothecs, 
than  that  founded  upon  the  Opinion  he  had  of  Pliny's 
Candor. 
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has  given  a  particular  Relation  of  all  the 
Virtues  afcrib’d  to  the  Mandrake  in  his 
Time.  His  Book  is  not  without  very  pal¬ 
pable  Errors,  many  of  which  have  been 
corrected  by  his  Commentator  Mathiolus  > 
But  let  that  be  as  it  will,  we  are  fure  of 
one  thing,  that  he  is  the  firft  ancient 
Writer  that  we  now  have,  that  has  ex 
profejjb  enumerated  the  feveral  Virtues  of 
this  Plant,  and  I  think  it  is  upon  his  Au¬ 
thority  chiefly,  that  the  fame  have  been 
continued,  at  leaft  afcrib’d  to  it,  by  ma¬ 
ny  Botanick  Writers  flnce  his  time. 

The  account  which  Diofcorides  gives 
us  of  the  Mandrake  is  as  follows.  “  Man- 
tc  dragoram,  aliqui  Antimalum ,  alii  C/r- 
<c  cceam  vocant,  quoniam  videatur  Ra- 
<c  dix  ad  Amatoria  conducere.  Duo  ejus 
<c  genera :  Niger  quae  flemina  exiftima- 
“  tur,  ‘Thridacias  appellants,  anguftiori- 
<c  bus  foliis,  ac  Minoribus  quam  Ladtucae> 
cc  virofis  ac  graveolentibus  in  terra  Sparfis, 
<c  Mala  gerit  Sorbis  Similia,  pallida,  odo- 
cc  rata,  in  quibus  Semen  veluti  Pyrorum  : 
<c  Radicibus  inherit  bene  magnis,  binis 
<c  terniive  interfe  convolutis,  nigris  foris, 
cc  intus  albis,  craflo  cortice  veftitus,  caule 

<c  viduus  eft.  - *  Alter  candidus  qui 

cc  masdicitur,  nonnullis  Norion  Vocitatus: 
4C  Hujus  Folia  magna,  alba  Beta,  las  via  ut 

D  44  Betas, 
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“  Betas.  Mala  quam  alterius  duplo  ma- 
“  jora,  colore  in  Crocum  in.clinante,  (a) 
“  jucunde  cum  gravitate  qpadam  olentia 
<c  quorum  Pomorum  cibo  Opiliones  ali- 
a  quantum  Soporantur.  Radix  alterius 
<c  Similis,  major  &  candidior,  orbata 
<c  et  hxc  caule.”  (b) 

This  Defcription  of  Diofcorides  Ma?i~ 
drake  appears  to  be  very  lull  and  com¬ 
plete,  and  fixes  the  Genus  to  which  it 
properly  belongs,  tho  I  find  Mr.  Ray  has 
without  fufficient  Foundation  changed  its 
Place,  and  tranfplanted  it  among  thofe  of 
the  Bacciferous  kind,  (c)  Surely  there  is 
a  very  remarkable  Difference  to  be  made 
between  Plants  of  the  Pomiferous  and  Bac¬ 
ciferous  kind,  the  one  bearing  Fruit  of  a 
very  large,  and  the  other  of  a  very  fmall 

Size.  - It  is  true  Mr.  Ray  acknowledges 

that  there  are  fome  of  thefe  pretty  large, 
and  particularly  mentions  the  Pomum 
Amoris  and  the  Mala  Infana  as  fuch. 
But  the  Mandrake  of  Diofcorides  is  evi¬ 
dently  of  the  Pomiferous  kind,  and  ought 
to  be  reftor’d  to  that  fpecies  to  which  it 

[a)  Here  7 luellius  has  render’d  Diofcorides  inconfiftent 
with  himfelf  by  tranflating  the  word  \v  dfn  in  this 
Senfe,  which  ought  to  have  been  tranflated  Valde  which 
tv  in  Compofition  often  fignifies. 

( b )  Lib.  iv.  Cap.  Edit.  Ruellian. 

\c)  HiiL  Plant.  Lib.  xiiL  Cap.  16, 
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more  properly  belongs,  as  Mr.  Ray's  Ob- 
fervation  about  the  different  Difpofitions  of 
the  Bark  does  not  appear  to  be  univerfally 
true,  tho  it  was  upon  this  Account  that 
he  was  led  to  place  this  Plant  among  thofe 
of  the  Bacciferous  kind. 

Diofcorides  having  in  this  accurate 
manner  defcrib’d  the  Male  and  Female 
Mandrake,  goes  on  to  enumerate  their  Vir¬ 
tues,  of  which  he  has  given  a  very  large 
Account,  and  plainly  fhews  that  it  was  a 
Plant  of  general  ufe  among  the  Medicine 
of  the  Ancients,  tho  the  prefen t  Practice 
knows  nothing  of  it.  Our  Author  has 
follow’d  Fbeophrajlus  in  afcribing  to  the 
Mandrake  a  Narcotick  Quality,  and  tells 
us  that  the  juice  of  it  boil’d  in  Wine 
was  us’d  in  obdinate  Watchfulnefs,  and 
to  deaden  the  fenfe  of  Pain  in  Amputa¬ 
tions  by  ftupifying  the  Patient.  - 1  be¬ 

lieve  it  is  upon  their  Authority  that  the 
ancient  Writers  in  Botany  have  almoft 
unanimoufly  agreed  in  placing  the  Man - 
drake  among  the  Number  of  Soporiferous 
Remedies.  Yet  I  find  that  the  famous 
JLyncczus ,  Profejfor  of  Botany  at  Rome ,  eat 
a  large  Mandrake  in  the  Prefence  of  a 
numerous  Audience  without  being  in 
the  lead  difpos’d  to  deep.  The  fame 
'Experiment  was  afterwards  often  try’d  by 

Terrentim. 
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Ter  rent  ius  with  the  fame  Succefs.  (a)  And 
we  are  pretty  fare  by  the  Defcription  he 
has  given  of  the  Mandrake  he  eat,  that 
it  was  the  fame  with  that  deferib’d  by 
DioCcorides.  Bat  perhaps  one  may  ob¬ 
ject  that  the  Difference  of  the  Climate 
might  have  occafion’d  the  Lofs  of  its 
narcotick  Qualities.  It  muff  be  granted 
that  different  Digrees  of  heat  will  very 
confiderably  heighten  or  abate  the  Virtnes 
of  Plants,  yet  I  can’t  think  this  Objection 
will  prove  of  great  Force  in  the  prefent 
Cafe,  as  fome  late  Experiments  and  Ob- 
fervations  on  the  Nature  of  Vegitables  are 
inconteftable  Proofs  of  the  contrary.  * — - 
I  am  rather  inclin’d  to  believe  that  Dio - 
fcor ides  was  ignorant  of  the  true  Virtues 
of  this  Plant,  and  mention’d  its  narcotick 
Qualities  in  Compliance  to  current  Tra¬ 
dition,  not  as  a  Truth  to  which  he  him- 
felf  gave  any  Manner  of  Credit. 

If  we  allow  the  Mandrake  to  be  fucli 
a  powerful  Narcotick  as  to  deaden  Pain 
and  If  upify  the  Senfes  according  to  Diof- 
coridesy  it  will  appear  very  ftrange  that 
Rachel  fhould  fo  eagerly  importune  Leah 
for  a  Plant  that  would  have  prov’d  of  per¬ 
nicious  Confequence  to  her.  -  Give 

(a)  Terrent.  Not.  in  Hernand.  de  Plant.  Mexican. 
Lib.  viii.  Cap.  28. 
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me  I  pray  thee  of  thy  Sons  Mandrakes .  (a) 
Here  Rachel  alks  them  with  a  kind  of 
Impatience  and  Defire,  like  one  who  is 
extravagantly  fond  and  eagerly  covetous  of 
fatiating  his  Appetite  with  fome  delicious 
Morfel. 

Diofcorides  alfo  afcribes  an  Emetic  Pro¬ 
perty  to  the  Mandrake ,  and  lays  that  one 
Scruple  of  the  Juice,  will  like  Hellibor 
bring  up  by  Vomit  black  Bile  and  vifcid 
Humours,  and  that  it  will  kill  in  greater 
Quantities,  {b) - If  fo  fmall  a  Quan¬ 

tity  of  the  Juice  of  this  Plant  is  capable  of 
producing  fuch  furprifing  Effects,  it  is 
fomething  ftrange  that  the  Eaftern  Nations 
fhould  account  it  among  the  Number  of 
their  moft  delicious  Fruits,  as  it  appears 
to  be  in  the  Cafe  of  Rachel  juft  now  men¬ 
tion'd.  - - But  as  we  have  only  the 

Authority  of  Diofcorides  in  this  Point  there 
is  great  Reafon  to  queftion  its  Veracity, 
and  may  poffibly  be  one  of  thofe  tradio¬ 
nary  Virtues  afcrib’d  to  it.  in  his  time, 
which  his  Obfervations  could  not  then 
perhaps  contradict. 

You  know  that  Diofcorides  is  not  the 
only  Writer  on  the  Materia  Medic  a,  who 

(a)  Gen.  Ch.  xxx.  v.  14.  &c. 

{b)  Succus  duobus  obolis  ex  Mulfo  potus  ut  Veratrum, 
per  Vomitiones,  bilem  atram,  Pituitam  extrahit: 
verum  potu  largiore  Vita  adimitur.  16, 
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may  be  jufily  cenfur’d  for  the  Crime  of 
Credulity.  It  is  a  Vice  that  has  fpread  it 
felf  far  and  near,  and  got  fuch  deep  Root 
among  the  Writers  of  this  Clafs,  that  it 
is  a  very  common  thing  with  them  to 
afcribe  innumerable  Virtues  to  Plants, 
which  after  repealed  Trials  have  been 
found  abfolutely  falfe.  However,  I  muft 
fay  that  I  know  of  no  modern  Writer 
whatfoever  that  has  been  fo  credulous  as 
to  follow  Didfcorides  in  this  Point,  tho 
they  have  been  too  ready  to  copy  after  him 
in  many  other. 

Among  other  Virtues  afcrib’d  to  the 
Mandrake  by  our  Author  there  is  one, 
which  has  always  been  allow’d  ;  that  is, 
of  being  a  great  Cooler,  for  which  Rea- 
fon  the  College  have  very  wifely  given  it 
a  Place  in  the  U'ngent  PopuTneum  of  the 
Shops,  and  DioJ'corides  tells  us  that  it  was 
of  frequent  Ufe  in  Inflammations  of  the 
Eryfipilatous  kind,  for  which  he  com¬ 
mends  it  as  an  excellent  Remedy,  and  is 
no  doubt  as  fuitable  a  Medicine  in  thefe 
Cafes  as  the  Houfleek  and  Cream  of  the 
prefent  Age.  (a) 

Having  in  thiscurfory  Manner  examin’d 
the  Grecian  Writers  of  Botany,  and  after 
all  our  Labour  found  nothing  upon  which 


[a)  lb. 
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we  can  build  any  tolerable  SuperftruCture$ 
it  remains  that  we  fhould  fearch  into  other 
Channels  for  the  Difcovery  of  the  Point 

in  Queftion.  -  If  Greece ,  Polite 

Greece ,  once  the  Scene  and  Theatre  of  all 
the  Learning  in  the  World,  is  unable  to 
fupply  us  with  proper  Materials  to  ground 
our  Enquiries  upon,  where  are  we  to  ex¬ 
pert  them  ?  - The  Romans  who  en~ 

grofs’d  all  the  Learning  of  that  Nation, 
were  for  many  Years  after  the  building  of 
their  City,  fo  intent  about  the  Affairs  of 
Government,  that  they  gave  themfelves 
no  Time  toftudy  the  Politer  Sciences  of 

Grecee.  -  Their  Government  was 

founded  upon  Violence,  and  requir’d  ano¬ 
ther  kind  of  Knowledge  to  fupport  it. - 

The  Studies  and  Employments  of  that 
warlike  People,  confifted  in  Fighting  and 
Routing  their  Enemies.  Ovid  frankly 
confeffeth  the  Averfion  of  his  Country¬ 
men  to  Letters,  and  gives  us  a  very  beauti¬ 
ful  Defcription  of  the  Characters  of  his 
Anceftors  in  the  following  Lines, 

Qui  bene  pugnavit ,  Romanas  noverat  Artes 
fylittere  qai  potuit  Pila,  difertus  erat*  (a) 


(aj  Fall,  Lb,  i»i.  v.  20 j, 
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Pefides,  it  is  evident  from  Pliny  that 
the  moft  rigid  and  fevere  among  the  Ro¬ 
mans  were  really  afraid  of  the  Grecian 

Arts. - They  thought  that  they  would 

let  in  Luxury  and  Effeminacy  among 
them,  corrupt  the  Manners  of  their  Youth, 
and  impair  that  Stridlnefs  of  Virtue,  and 
Severity  of  Morals,  to  which  they  ow’d 

the  Extent  of  their  Conquefts. - Cato 

the  Elder  declaims  bitterly  againft  the 
Grecian  Letters,  and  tells  his  Country¬ 
men  that  whenever  they  are  introduc’d, 
they  will  Ipoil  and  corrupt  all,  [a)  there¬ 
fore  advifes  his  Son  Marcus  only  to  look 
into  the  Grecian  Letters,  but  not  to  learn 
them,  (b) 

This  rigid  old  Roman  had  contracted 
fo  ftrong  an  Averfion  to  the  Learning  of 
Greece ,  that  he  even  extended  it  fo  far  as 
to  caution  his  Country-men  againft  the 
Admiffion  of  Grecian  Phyficians  into  the 
Common  Wealth,  and  in  order  to  gain 
his  Point  with  as  little  Oppolition  as  poffi- 

ble,  had  bafely  propagated  a  Report  that 

0 

[a]  Quandocunq.  ifta  Gens  fuas  literas  dabit  omnia 
corrumpet.  Plin.  Hiji.  Lib.  xxix.  Cap.  i. 

{b)  Bonum  fit  eorum  Littras  infpicere  non  perdifeere! 
Plin.  ib. 


they 


[  33  1 

they  had  fworn  to  kill  all  the  Romans  with 
their  Medicine.  ( a )  But  tho  Cato  was  at 
firft  thus  ftrangely  prejudic'd  againft  the 
Learning  of  Greece ,  we  are  allur'd  by 
Quintilian  that  he  learn’d  Greek  in  his 
old  -Age,  (b)  and  Lord  Bacon  very  juftly 
calls  it  a  Judgment  upon  him  for  his  for¬ 
mer  Blalphemy.  ( c ) 

The  Romans  had  for  many  Years  no 
Knowledge  of  the  true  Art  of  Healing.  — 
Their  Medicine  con  lifted  of  Charms  and 
Fafcinations ,  Incantations  and  Amulets. 
We  have  ftill  remaining  a  very  remarkable 
Inftance  of  the  ftate  of  Phyfick  among 
the  Romans  in  that  famous  Book  of  Cato  s 
de  re  Rujlicay  which  is  alfo  an  irrefraga¬ 
ble  Proof  of  the  grofs  Superftition  and 

Ignorance  of  thefe  times. - This  great 

Patriot  in  order  to  render  himfelf  in  all 
manner  of  ways  ferviceable  to  the  Com¬ 
mon  wealth,  compos'd  aTreatifeonP/6y- 
fick  for  the  Benefit  of  himfelf  and  Family, 
in  which  he  recommends  the  conftant 
Repetition  of  thefe  Words  for  the  Cure  of 
a  Luxation  ;  Mot  as ,  vata,  daries  dar - 
dariesy  dijfunapiter  ufq.  dum  coeani.  In 

(a)  jurarunt  inter  fe  Barbaros  necare  omnes  Medicina* 
Plin.  Hilt.  Nat.  Lib.  xxix.  Cap.  i, 

(b)  Inft.  Lib.  xii.  Cap.  n. 

({,}  Advancement  of  Learning,  Book  3.' 
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a  Fradhire  he  would  have  the  Limb 
bound  up,  and  the  following  Words  fung 
every  Day.  Huat  hanat ,  ijlay  pijlayfijla? 
dominabo ,  damncijlra ,  &  Luxata. 

The  other  part  of  his  Practice  feems  as 
extraordinary  as  the  former ;  for  he  blames 
Diet,  and  Abftinence  in  Difeafes,  and 
upon  every  Occalion  prefcribes,  Pidgeons , 
Ducks  and  Hare  s  Flefh ,  becaufe  eafy  of 
Digefti.on,  but  adds,  that  they  are  apt  to 
make  the  fick  Man  dream.  ( a )  Pliny  fays 
that  he  liv’d  to  the  Age  of  8  5,  ( b )  and 
Plutarch ,  who  has  no  great  Opinion  of 
his  Medicine,  fays  that  his  long  Life  was 
intirely  owing  to  a  Courfe  of  Exercife 
and  Temperance,  and  very  juftly  laughs 
at  thofe  who  would  afcribe  it  to  his  fkill 
in  P  by  fick .  (c)  If  the  grave  Cato ,  whom 
Pliny  diftinguifhes  with  the  Title  of  Omni¬ 
um  bonarum  Artium  Magifler ,  (d)  makes 
fo  ridiculous  a  Figure  in  the  Art  of  Heal¬ 
ing,  what  mull  we  expedt  amongft  his 
Contemporaries,  who  had  neither  his  Mas¬ 
culine  Parts,  nor  the  fame  Opportunities 
of  examining  into  the  truth  of  things? 

The  only  Botanick  Writers  among  the 
Romans,  as  appears  from  Pliny ,  (e)  were 

(a)  Cat.  de  re  Ruftica,  Cap.  60. 

(b)  Hitt.  Nat.  Lib.  xxix.  Cap.  1. 

ic)  In  Vit.  Caton.  (d)  Hilt.  Nat.  Lib.  xxv.  Cap.  2. 

( e )  lb, 

Cato, 
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Catoy  C.  Valgiu$y  and  Lenaus ,  Pompefs 
Freed-Man.  As  to  the  Writings  of  Cato 
I  refer  you  to  his  Book  de  re  Ruftica ,  and 
to  Pliny  who  cites  his  Opinions  in  many 
Places  of  his  Natural  Hiflory .  What 

Valgius  did  towards  the  Improvement  of 
Botany  we  can't  certainly  judge  at  this 
diftance  of  time,  but  if  Pliny  may  be  cre¬ 
dited,  there  is  good  Reafon  to  think  that 
he  carry’d  his  Knowledge  therein  to  no 
great  Perfeftion :  Lenus  was  a  Man  of 
great  Eminence,  and  a  Iearn’d  Gram¬ 
marian.  He  was  employ’d  by  Po?npey  the 
Great  to  tranflate  the  Writings  of  Mithri - 
dates  King  of  Pontus ,  who  had  made 
Phyfick  his  chief  Study  the  greater  part 
of  his  Life,  in  which  he  made  fo  great 
Progrefs,  that  Pliny  remarks, that  the  Con- 
queft  of  this  Prince  did  not  only  ferve  to 
aggrandize  the  RomanName}but  to  preferve 
their  Health  and  Lives ;  (a)  and  in  par¬ 
ticular  takes  Notice  that  till  then  the  Ro~ 
mans  had  no  Knowledge  of  this  Science. 

( b )  — *  If  it  was  fo  late  before  the  Romans 
apply’d  themfelves  to  the  Study  of  Medi¬ 
cine  it  is  no  wonder  that  we  find  not  the 
leaft  Mention  in  all  their  Writings  of  this 

{a)  Vitaeque  ita  profuit  non  minus  quam  Reipubh 
Vittoria  ilia.  Hill,  Nat.  Lib.  xxv.  Chap.  z. 

{b)  Quo  primum  tempore  hanc  Sciential#  ad  noftros  per-*, 
vsnilTe  animadverto.  lb. 

Plant 
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Plant  before  the  time  of  Pliny ,  who  has 
only  tranfcrib’d  what  Pbeophrajhis  and 
Diofcoridcs  have  faid  long  before  him. 

Pliny  makes  mention  of  the  Mandrake 
in  feven  different  places  of  his  Natural 
Hiftory.  —  In  the  firft  he  almoft  literally 
tranfcribes  what  Pbeophraftus  and  Diof¬ 
coridcs  have  left  us  upon  the  Subjefl:,  which 
I  think  cannot  well  be  denied  notwith- 
ftanding  all  that  the  Learn’d  Salmajius  [a) 

has  faid  to  the  contrary. - I  (hall  tran- 

fcribe  here  the  words  of  Pliny ,  and  leave 
you  to  form  what  judgment  you  pleafe : 
<c  Mandragoram ,  alii  Circeam  Vocant. 
<c  Duo  ejus  genera,  candidus  qui  &  mas, 
<c  niger  qui  fcmina  exiftimatur,  angufti- 
<c  oribus  foliis  quam  Ladlucae,  hifutis  & 
<c  (b)  caulibus,  radicibus  binis  ternifve  ru- 
c<  fulis,  intusalbis,  carnofis  tenerifque ,  pene 
<c  &  cubitalibus.  Ferunt  mala  avellanarum 
#<c  Nucum  Magnitudine,  &iis  femen  feu 

<c  Pyrorum. - Album  hoc  alii  Arfen,  alii 

<f  Morion  alii  Hypophlomon  vocant.  Hujus 
C£  Folia  alba,  quam  alterius  latiora,  ( c)  La - 
cc  pat  hi  Sativee.  Cavent  effofuri  contrarium 
<c  ventum  &  tribus  Circulis  ante  gladiocir- 
<c  cumfcribunt ;  poftea  fodiunt  ad  Occa* 
<c  fum  Spedtantes. 


{n)  Prasfat.  ad  Ilomonyma  Hyles  Iatricae. 

{b)  Sine  caulibus.  Diof.  (c)  Ut  Betas.  Diof, 


cc 
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<c  Odor  gravis  ejtis :  Sed  Radicis  & 
“  mali  gravior.  (, a )  Potu  quidem  largiore 
“  etiam  moruntur.  Bibitur  et  contra  Ser- 
“  pentes,  &  ante  Sedfiones  Pundtionef- 
c<  que  ne  Sentiantur.  Bibitur  et  pro  He- 
<c  lieboro  duobus  obolis  in  Mulfo  ”  ( b ) 
It  will  appear  evident  to  any  one,  that 
will  j  give  himfelf  the  Trouble  to  com¬ 
pare  this  Defcription  of  Plinfs  Man¬ 
drake  with  that  of  Diofcorides ,  that  it  is 
the  fame  in  efFedt,  and  only  differs  in  thofe 
places  mark’d  in  the  Margin.  He  alfo 
afcribes  the  fame  Virtues  to  it  that  Diof¬ 
corides  and  cTheophraflus  have  done,  and 
takes  Notice  of  that  fuperftitious  Cere¬ 
mony  which  the  Ignorance  of  thofe  early 
times  had  introduc'd,  relating  to  the  man¬ 
ner  of  cutting  or  gathering  of  it,  in  almoft 
the  fame  words  with  the  latter,  (c)  Lavent 
ejf'ojfiiri  contrarium  Ventum ,  &  tribus  Cir¬ 
cuits  ante  gladio  circumfcribunty  pojlea 
fodiunt  ad  occafum  fpeff antes,  (d) 

We  have  now  confider’d  the  State  of 
Botany  amongft  thofe  Nations  who 
were  the  moft  confiderable  for  Arts  and 
Sciences,  and  made  fuch  Obfervations 


(a)  Diof,  fays,  nothing  of  the  Smell  of  the  Root. 

[b)  Hift.  Nat.  Lib,  xxv.  Chap.  13. 

{c)  Vid.  p,  30.  (</)  Plin,  Hift.  Nat.  Lib, 

Xxv.  Chap.  13, 

thereupon 


thereupon  as  the  Nature  of  the  Subjedl 

requir’d.  - We  come  next  to  enquire, 

Firjt,  Whether  the  Mandrake  of  DioJ'cori - 
des  is  the  fame  with  that  which  we  now 
have.  Secondly ,  Whether  it  is  the  fame 
with  that  which  Rachel  fo  eagerly  requefted 
of  Leah.  ( d)  Thirdly,  Whether  fhe  defir’d 
it  on  the  Account  generally  fuppos’d  by 
Interpreters  of  this  Text  of  Scripture,  that 
is,  to  render  her  capable  of  Conception . 

As  to  the  fir  ft  Enquiry,  I  think  it  will 
be  univerlally  granted,  that  the  Man¬ 
drake  of  Diofcorides  anfwers  in  every  refpeft 
to  the  Defcription  of  that  which  we  com¬ 
monly  have  in  our  Phyfick  Gardens.  — 
This  will  appear  evidently  true  to  any  one 
who  will  give  himfelf  the  trouble  to  com¬ 
pare  the  Defcription  s  of  this  Plant,  drawn 
by  Gerara ,  Bauhine ,  Parkinfon  and  others, 

with  that  of  Diofcorides. - Tis  true  he 

has  afcrib’d  a  great  many  Vertues  to  his 
Mandrake ,  which  neither  of  thefe  writers 
have  fo  much  as  mention’d.  But  the  Rea- 
fbn  of  this  is  plain.  Diofcorides  wrote  on 
the  Materia  Me  die  a  at  a  time  wherein 
Authors  were  too  ready  to  report  Things 
upon  the  Credit  of  others,  who  had  no 
better  Foundation  fo  fupport  what  they 

(</)  Gen.  Chap.  xxx.  v.  14,  15,  &c. 
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afferted  than  that  of  common  Tradition : 
But  the  Cafe  was  quite  the  reverfe  with 

thofe  eminent  Men.  — - They  had  all 

the  Advantages  of  a  truer  Philofophy,  and 
many  Experiments  and  Obfervations, 
which  the  other  could  not  in  all  proba¬ 
bility  pretend  to,  I  would  not  be  thought 
to  detrad:  from  the  Merit  of  DioJ'corides . 
I  have  great  Efteem  for  his  Book,  and 
think  that  he  juftly  deferves  the  Character 
confer’d  upon  him  by  Galen ,  (a)  of  being 
the  firft  Writer  who  treated  the  Materia 
Medica  with  any  tolerable  Exacdnefs :  But 
there  is  no  reafon  why  we  fhould  implicitly 
give  up  all  to  the  Authority  of  DioJ'corides. 
He  has  had  his  day,  and  perhaps  been 
more  follow’d  in  points  of  Botany  than  any 

other  ancient  Writer  whatfoever.  - We 

are  willing  to  give  Diofcorides  that  Rank 
in  Authority  which  he  juftly  deferves  ; 
this  is  all  that  his  greateft  Admirers  can 
exped,  both  in  Refped:  of  him,  and  in 
refped:  of  that  Regard  which  we  ought 
always  to  pay  to  Truth. 

’Tis  indeed  very  furprifing  to  find  all 
the  Botanick  Writers  for  many  Years  after 
DioJ'corides  unanimoufly  concur  in  afcribing 
to  the  Mandrake  all  thele  Virtues  conferr’d 


{a)  De  Simpl.  Medic.  Facultat.  Lib.  vi. 
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upon  it  by  him.  Hence  no  doubt  it  Is, 
that  the  Commentators  upon  that  Text  in 
Scripture,  which  relates  the  Hiftory  of 
Rubens  Mandrake ,  were  led  into  an  Error 
in  imagining  that  Rachel  requefted  thofe 
Mandrakes  of  Leah  in  order  to  render  her 
capable  of  Conception .  But  I  fhall  clearly 
prove  that  the  Mandrake  mention’d  in 
Scripture  could  not  be  that  mention’d  by 
our  Author. 

This  is  the  fecond  Proportion  we  have 
to  diffcufs,  which  we  fhall  endeavour  to 
prove  by  coniidering  the  Virtues  of  this 
Plant  according  to  Diofcorides ,  and  then 
by  examining  how  far  a  Plant  poffeffing 
thofe  Properties  is  capable  of  anfwering 

inch  Intentions.  - We  have  already 

taken  notice  of  feveral  Vertues  afcrlb’d  to 
the  Mandrake  by  Diofcorides ,  and  made 
fuch  Remarks  upon  them  as  appear’d  then 
neceffary.  ( a )  And  I  think  if  there  were 
no  ftronger  Arguments  to  prove  our  Affer- 
tion  than  thofe  already  mention’d,  they 
would  be  fufficient  to  any  one  who  will 
allow  himfelf  to  be  convinc’d.  But  in  or¬ 
der  to  render  this  as  clear  as  the  Nature  of 
the  fubje£t  will  admit,  we  fhall  now  exa¬ 
mine  the  other  Properties  alcrib’d  to  the 
Ma?idrake  by  Diofcorides ,  which  he  de- 

fa  p*  37- 
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delivers  in  the  following  Words,  <£  Me- 
<c  dicamentis  Ocularibus,  et  his  qui  do- 
cc  lores  finiunt,  Peffis  quoq ;  emolientibus, 
<c  admifcetur:  Semioboli  pondere  inditus 
<c  per  fe  menfes  &  partus  expellit;  Subdi- 
<c  tus  Sedi  pro  Balano,  Somnihcus  eft. 
<c  Radix  ebur  emollire  fertur,  quae  Senis 
<c  horis  cum  eo  decocta  fit :  &  ad  accipi- 
cc  endam,  quam  ejfftngere  optaveris,  for- 
<c  mam,  ipium  facile  praeftat.  —  Folia 
<c  recentia  convcnienter  Oculorumlnflam- 
cc  mationibus,  &  Collecftionibus,  quas 
<c  Ulcera  citarunt,  cum  polenta  illinuntur. 
c<  Durities  omnes,  Suppurationes,  Stru- 
<c  mas  &  Tubercula  difcutiunt.  —  Trita 
<c  Radix  Ignibus  Sacris  ex  Aceto,  & 
<c  Serpentium  ictibus  ex  Melle  et  Oleo 
“  Midetur.  Strumas  atque  tubercula  cum 
<£  aqua  difftpat  :  Articulorum  cruciatus 

cum  polenta  Sedat. - Mala  Soporem 

<c  afferunt  olfadtu,  &  etiam  ft  mandan- 
cc  tur  :  item  expreflus  ex  iis  Succus,  ni- 
<c  mio  tamen  odore  percufft,  obmutefcunt. 
<c  —  Semen  malorum  potum  Vulvas  pur- 
gat,  appofitumque  cum  Sulphure  ignem 
<c  nonexperto  rubra  Fexninarum  profluvia 
<c  Siftat  ( a T)  &c. 

He  afterwards  gives  us  the  defcription 
©f  another  kind  of  Mandrake  call’d  Mo - 

{<0  Diof.  Ltb.  iv. 

F  riott} 
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rion,  which  according  to  Tradition  will 
deprive  one  of  his  Reafon  if  taken  to  the 
Quantity  of  a  Drachani  in  any  Vehicle 
wbatfoever.  ( a ) 

Here  we  have  an  Account  of  a  Plant 
poffeffing  very  extroardinary,  and  very 
oppofite  Virtues,  yet  the  Experience  of 
many  Ages  has  not  been  able  to  difcover 
any  other  remarkable  Efficacy  in  the 
Mandrake ,  than  that  arifing  from  its 

cooling  Properties.  - But  fuppoling  the 

cafe  to  be  quite  the  Reverfe,  it  will  appear 
evident,  that  the  Mandrake  of  our  Author 
could  not  be  that  which  Rachel  fo  eagerly 
requefted  of  Leah .  For  by  the  account 
given  of  it  in  the  writings  of  Diofcorides , 
it  appears  to  be  a  Plant  of  a  very  deletiri- 
ous  Nature ;  and  he  himfelf  in  another 
place,  ranks  it  among  the  Number  of  fuch 
noxious  Plants,  and  exprefsly  tell  us  that 
it  will  occafion  a  Paralyfis ,  and  fuch  a  pro¬ 
found  Sleepinefs  as  differs  little  from  a 
Lethargy . 

Diofcorides  in  the  Account  already  gi¬ 
ven,  feems  to  have  been  very  little  ac¬ 
quainted  with  the  true  Vertues  of  the 
Mandrake  ;  or  that  which  he  knew  muff  be 

very  different  from  that  which  we  have  in 

/ 

(a)  Tradunteam  in  Pane,  Offa.  Obfoniove  drachma 
pondere  devoratam  ufum  Rationis  intercipere.  Diof.  Ib„ 

thefe 
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thefe  parts  of  the  world.  But  as  there  is 
no  Foundation  to  think  that  it  was  diffe¬ 
rent  from  ours,  we  may  fairly  conclude 
that  all  thofe  Vertues  afcrib’d  to  it  by 
DioJcorides  were  merely  grounded  upon 
the  current  Tradition  of  the  times;  other- 
wife  we  mu  ft  conceive  a  very  mean  opinion 

of  DioJcorides  §  candor. - It  has  been 

remark’d  in  the  courfe  of  this  Differtation, 
that  the  Greek  writers  in  Botany  were 
always  fond  of  afcribing  fupernatural 
powers  to  Plants,  and  it  is  perhaps  owing 
to  this  whimfical  Notion,  that  fo  many 
ridiculous  things  have  been  recorded  of  the 
Mandrake,  [a)  DioJcorides  him  felt  feems  to 
have  fallen  into  this  abfurd  way  of 
thinking,  or  how  fhall  we  able  to  defend 
him,  when  he  fays  that  the  Root  of  the 
Mandrake  will  by  6  Hours  boiling  turn 
Ivory  foft,  fo  as  to  render  it  fufceptible 
of  any  form  ?  Or  how  fhall  we  be  able  to 
account  for  what  he  fays  concerning  the 
Seeds  of  the  Mandrake ,  which  he  aflures 
us,  will,  being  apply’d,  ft  op  the  rubra 
Feminarum  projluvia  with  the  addition  of 
Sulphur ,  ignem  non  experto  ?  Pliny  tells  us 
the  fame  aimoft  in  the  fame  words.  ( b ) 

(a)  Mandragora  Si  bibatur,  confeftim  Sopor  infequitur, 
exolutio  ac  vehemens  Veternus,  nihil  temere  diftans  a 
Lethargo.  Lib.  vi.  Cap.  16. 

(&)  Nimia  rurfus  Profluvia  Siftet  Semen  cum  vino  8c 
Su’jphure.  Hilt.  Nat.  Lib.  xxvi.  Bap.  15. 

We 
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We  have  now  confider’d  the  Medicinal 
Virtues  of  this  Plant  according  to  Dicfco - 
rides ,  and  fhewn  howinconfiftently  he  has 
enumerated  them  -y  but  there  is  ftill  re¬ 
maining  one  particular  Vertue  afcrib’d  to 
it,  which  requires  a  very  ftridt  Exami¬ 
nation  :  That  is,  whether  the  Mandrake 
really  poflefles  fuch  Virtues  as  are  neceliary 
in  Cafes  of  Sterrility,  and  whether  Rachel 
purchas’d  them  of  Leah  upon  this  account. 

This  is  the  laft  thing  we  propos’d  to 
examine,  and  that  in  which  we  are  likely 
to  meet  with  the  Strongeft  Oppofition, 
having  the  concurrent  Teftimony  of  many 
lear  ned  Men  again  ft  us,  efpecially  thofe 
who  have  oblig’d  the  World  with  their 
Comments  upon  the  Bible.  But  as  they 
feem  to  have  been  over-rul’d  by  the  Autho¬ 
rity  of  Great  Names ,  they  will  not  be 
found  fo  formidable  Antagonifts  as  might 

well  be  imagin’d. - They  feem  to  have 

overlook’d  the  plain  Meaning  of  Scrip¬ 
ture,  and  Humbled  upon  Solutions  much 
more  obfeure  and  uncertain  than  that 

which  they  attempted  to  explain. - • 

They  rely  intirely  upon  the  uncertain 
Accounts  of  Lheophraftus ,  Diofcorides  and 
Pliny ,  who  have  only  tranlmitted  the 
Opinions  of  each  other,  without  confi- 
dering  upon  what  Degree  of  Certainty 
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they  advanc’d  them;  and  feem  rather 
inclinable  to  err  with  thofe  Great  Men , 
than  queftion  the  Veracity  of  any  thing 
they  have  left  us.  —  It  is  this  Attachment 
to  Great  Names  that  blinds  the  Under- 
ftanding,  and  flackens  our  Inquiries  into 
the  truth  of  things :  Authority  may  incline 
the  Will,  but  can  never  convince  the  Un¬ 
der  ft  anding. 

Jt  is,  Sir,  owing  to  this  blind  Fond- 
nefs  for  Antiquity  that  fo  many  and  ridi¬ 
culous  things  have  been  recorded  of  the 
Mandrake ,  fome  of  which  are  even  un¬ 
worthy  to  be  nam’d.  But  what  furprifes 
me  ftill  more  is  to  find,  that  the  Learned 
Grotius  (from  whofe  extraordinary  parts 
we  might  have  expedted  better  things)  has 
faid  fo  little  on  the  fubjedt,  and  like  one' 
lead  away  with  the  current  Notion,  only 
quotes  this  Sentence  of  Pliny  to  prove  the 
Affirmative,  Semen  Mandr agorae  potum 
Vulvam pur  gat :  [a)  Which  plainly  fhews 
that  he  was  of  Opinion  that  the  Mandrake 
really  poffefs’d  thofe  Virtues  appropriated 
to  it  by  the  Ancients.  - —  Pliny  in  this  par¬ 
ticular  has  certainly  copied  after Diofcorides, 
who  has  verbatim  aliened  the  fame  {b) 
long  before  him.  It  is  true  Grotius  knew 

(a)  Hift.  Nat.  Lib.  xxvi.  Cap.  15, 

(i)  Vid.  p.  51. 

very 
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very  well  all  that  the  Greeks  have  wrote 
on  the  fubjed:,  but  tells  ns  that  there  are 
*  many  Plants  of  that  Name,  and  that  their 
Virtues  are  variable  according  to  the  Cli¬ 
mate,  and  different  ways  of  Culture,  (a) 
Hence  it  appears  what  Sentiments  Gro- 
tius  had  of  the  Mandrake ,  and  how  un¬ 
willing  he  wras  to  diffent  from  the  Autho¬ 
rity  of  the  Ancients.  — -  We  have  already 
allow’d  that  the  difference  in  Climates  may 
-confiderably  high  ten  or  abate  the  Vertues 
of  Plants,  and  daily  Experience  plainly 
fhews  it.  But  what  have  the  Followers  of 
Grotius  in  this  point,  to  anfwer  for  them- 
felves,  when  it  can  be  clearly  prov’d  that 
in  Spain  and  Italy ,  (hot  Climates)  the 
Mandrake  grows  to  great  Perfection,  enjoys 
all  the  Advantages  of  Soil  and  Heat,  yet 
never  was  known  in  thefe  Countries  to 
anfwer  the  Purpofes  alledg’d  by  him.  As 
to  what  he  fays  relating  to  the  different 
Species  of  this  Plant,  I  think  it  is  without 
any  Foundation,  for  Diofcorides  only  men¬ 
tions  the  Male  and  Female ,  and  that  call’d 
Morion  which  according  to  him  is  a  Pla?2t 
of  a  very  deleterious  Nature,  and  wre  have 
already  fhewn  that  neither  of  thefe  could 

(a)  Eadem  in  alio  natae  Solo,  &  alio  paratu,  aliued 
Valent.  Annotat.  ad  Cant*  Cantic.  Cap.  vii.  v.  13. 
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be  the  Mandrake  purchas'd  by  Racket: 
And  the  Moderns  have  no  other  Mandrake 
than  the  Male  and  Female  commonly 
defcrib’d  by  Writers  in  Botany. 

It  appears  to  me  a  kind  of  Paradox  to 
imagine  that  a  Plant  fo  eminently  remar¬ 
kable  for  its  cooling  Properties  Ihould  in 
any  Degree  promote  Conception.  Galen 
(a)  calls  it  cold  in  the  third  Degree,  and 
Sennertus  ( b )  gives  it  a  place  among  poifon- 
ous  Plants,  and  beftows  a  whole  Chapter 
about  the  Method  of  Cure,  in  which  he 
differs  little  from  that  laid  down  by  Ditf- 

corides . - It  is  true,  Philofophy  leaves  us 

here,  and  all  our  Reafonings  however  fine, 
and  artfully  fpun  out,  are  at  beft  but  lame 
and  imperfect  Guides ;  and  ftand  as  evi¬ 
dent  Proofs  of  the  fhallownefs  of  Human 
Underftanding.  We  know  littfe  of  thofe 
dark  and  myfterious  Caufes  which  con¬ 
cur  towards  the  Formation  of  the  Embryo . 
Thefe  are  Secrets  only  known  to  him, 
from  whom  nothing  is  hid .  Leminus  ob- 
ferving  the  infuperable  Difficulties  that 
attend  Conjectures  of  this  Kind,  endea¬ 
vours  to  folve  them  by  Reafons  drawn 


(a)  DeSimpl.  Mid.  Facult.  Lib.  vii. 

\b)  Lib.  vi,  Vol.  3.  pag.  1095,  Ed,  Paris. 


from 
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from  the  Difference  of  Climates,  (a)  He 
fuppofes  that  Rachel ,  refiding  in  a  Country 
where  the  Influence  of  the  Sun  is  extreamly 
great,  might  poffibly  labour  under  a  calida 
Uteri  Intemperies ,  and  in  order  to  corredt 
that  Indifpofition  very  reafonably  had  re- 

courfe  to  the  Mandrake.  -  This  would 

have  been  no  good  Solution  of  the  point 
in  Queftion,  if  we  had  any  reafon  to  fuf- 
pedt  that  Rachel  was  otherwife  than  is 
common  to  the  Sex.  But  it  is  evident 
that  Rachel  labour’d  under  noDiftempe- 
rature  of  the  Uterus,  much  lefs  that  of 
Sterrility  ;  becaufe  the  Scriptures  mention 
foon  after  the  birth  of  J-ofeph .  Befides 
we  have  the  fame  Authority  to  produce, 
that  Leah's  Mandrakes  were  of  no  Service 
to  Rachel  in  promoting  Conception,  as 
(he  did  not  conceive  thereupon  ;  for  Leah 
bare  Ijj'achar ,  Zabulon  and  Dina  before 
the  birth  of  Jofeph ,  which  makes  an  In¬ 
terval  of  about  three  Years  at  lead. 

[a)  Tn  frigidis  Humidifque  Regionibus,  atq ;  in  TJtero 
hume&o  &  Algido,  tali  quiddain  perficere  nequcat,  fed 
in  torrido  adtuantique  &  exufto.  Sic  in  Africa  Hifpania, 
Judaea  &c.  in  quibus  fere  Regionibus  mulieris  adultos 
arentefque  habent  Uteros  ac  fervidos,  turn  fqualidos  ac 
Strigofcs,  non  incommode  hoc  pomum  adhibere  polfe 
creuideriin,  Herb.  Bibl.  Explicat.  Cap,  2. 


In 
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Levinus  Lemnius ,  having  laid  confide- 
rable  Strefs  upon  the  hot  and  cold  In** 
temperatures  of  the  Ancients,  is  at  great 
Pains  to  (hew  the  Probability  of  his  Sup- 
pofition,  that  Rachel  really  labour'd  under 
a  Calida  Uteri  Intemperies  :  But  as  there  is 
no  foundation  upon  which  he  could  pof- 
fibly  build  fo  remote  a  Conjefture,  we 
may  very  reafonably  look  upon  it  as  mere 
Chimera,  and  the  idle  Invention  of  his 
own  Brain.  —  If  Men  were  allow'd  the 
Liberty  of  inventing  Hypothefes  to  folve 
Difficulties,  there  is  nothing  in  Nature, 
however  latent  and  obfcure,  that  would 
not  be  explain'd  and  illuftrated  upon  the 
Hypothejis  of  fome  luxuriant  Fancy  or 

other.  - This  plainly  appears  to  be  the 

Cafe  of  our  Author,  who  finding  the  dif¬ 
ferent  opinions  of  learn'd  Men  in  this 
Point  very  uncertain  and  perplex'd,  re- 
lolv’d  with  himfelf  to  reject  them  all  at 
once,  in  order  to  make  way  for  this  ima¬ 
ginary  Intemperature  of  his  own. 

It  mu  ft  be  allow’d  that  the  Ancients 
have  talk'd  very  largely  of  their  hot  and 
cold  Tntemperatures ,  and  have  erecfted  one 
in  almoft  every  part  of  the  Body  ;  in  the 
Liver,  Spleen ,  Kidneys ,  Womb ,  Brain , 
&c.  For  my  own  part,  I  know  of  no 
other  Intemperature ,  than  that  arifing 
from  a  quicker  or  flower  circulation  of 

G  the 
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the  Blood,  which  by  encrealing  or  dimi¬ 
nishing  the  Animal  Secretions,  may  very 
probably  produce  fuch  Indiipofitions  as 
they  without  any  manifeft  reafon  exprefs’d 

by  their  Intemperatures . - But  even  in 

this  Senfe  the  Arguments  of  Lemnius  will 
be  of  lmall  Force  to  Support  his  Hypothejis, 
as  he  Strongly  aSTerts  the  Narcotick  Virtues 
of  the  Mandrake ,  and  tells  us,  in  what 
manner  he  himfelf  was  affected  with  the 
Effluvia  of  one  lying  in  his  Study  ^  which 
render’d  him  fo  drowfy  that  he  cou’d  not 
recover  himfelf  out  of  it,  till  it  was  re¬ 
mov’d  into  another  Place  (a.) 

Now  it  is  evident,  that  Lemnius  muft 
Signify  by  his  Intemperature  fome  parti¬ 
cular  State  of  the  Solids  and  Fluids,  or  it 
is  a  Word  that  carries  along  with  it  no  Idea 
of  the  Thing  meant.  And  if  we  allow 
that  he  underitood  by  this  Expreffion,  all 
that  the  Ancients  have  reprefented  under 
it,  the  Whole  amounts  only  to  this,  that 

[a)  Cum  autem  jEllivjs  Menfijbus  (nam  eo  tempore 
Poma  Mandragone  fe  proferunt)  Semel  atque  iterum  in 
Mufco  r.ofl 'o.amabilem  ac  Speciofum  ejus  Stirpis  frudtum 
negligenter  collocaiTem,  ita  Somnolentus  fum  affedtus, 
ut  a'grefbpor  excuti  poffiet.  Cum  autem  obnixe  obledtarer 
Somnolentiae,  illamque  excuifiiTe  conarer  a?gre  id  obtinui, 
ntc  rationem  tanti  Veterni  inire  potui  ;  tandem  cum 
quaquaverium  demovifTem  Oculos,  obtulit  fe  a  tergo 
Pomum  Mandragonc,  quo  amoto,  atque  in  alium  locum 
tranflato,  fadtus  fum  alacrior,  atque  torporem  depuli, 
omnemque  Oicitantiam  difeuffi.  Heibar.  Bibl :  Ex- 
plicat,  cap.  2. 

Rachel 
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Rachel  was  of  a  hot  Confutation,  or  to 
fpeak  more  Philofophically,  that  the  Con¬ 
tractions  of  her  Solids  were  elevated  above 

the  Ralla?ice  of  Nature. - This  is  all  that 

can  reafonably  be  inferr’d,  or  juftly  con¬ 
cluded  from  the  Cadi  da  Intemp  cries  of  Lem- 
nins ,  taken  in  its  full  force,  and  utmoft 
extent,  which,  when  truly  confider’d,  is 
enough  to  overthrow  his  whole  Hypothefs 
(even  tho'  we  allow  that  it  was  with  Ra¬ 
chel  as  he  has  imagin’d)  while  he  afferts 
the  Narcotick  Qualities  of  the  Mandrake , 

- You  fee,  by  the  Hiftory  juft  now 

mention’d,  how  much  this  Plant  pofleffeth 
all  the  Virtues  of  Opium ,  and  confequently 
moft  neceffarily  produce  all  its  effedts. 
What  thefe  would  be  in  fuch  a  Conftitu- 
tion  as  is  here  fuppos’d,  is  eafily  to  be  ap¬ 
prehended  by  thofe,  who  have  been  taught 
to  reafon  juftly  on  the  Animal  Oeconomy, 
or  are  acquainted  with  what  one  of  the 
Ornaments  of  his  Profefjion  has  writ,  upon 
the  'Nature  and  Modus  Qperandi  of  Medi¬ 
cinal  Simples  of  this  kind.  —  It  is  true,fome 
Apology  may  be  made  for  Lemnias,  as  he 
liv’d  in  an  Age,  wherein  Philofophy,  and 
reafoning  upon  juft  and  indifputable  Prin¬ 
ciples,  were  hardly  known.  Sympathies , 
Antipathies ,  Occult  Qualites ,  Subtile  Mat¬ 
ter ,  and  fuch  like  unintelligible  Jargon, 
were  the  Foundations  upon  which  the 

Writers 
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Writers  of  thefe  times  built  and  explain’d 

all  the  Phenomena  of  Nature. - But  it 

is  the  peculiar  Happinefs  of  the  prefent 
Age,  to  fee  it  felf  refeu’d  from  the  Bon¬ 
dage  of  fuchEnthufiaftick  Principles,  and 
to  have  Philofophy  grounded  and  illus¬ 
trated  upon  that  which  can  only  fupport 
it,  viz.  Experiments  carefully  made ,  and 
faithfully  related.  —  Had  our  Author  been 
acquainted  with  the  Nature  of  Soporiferous 
Medicines ,  and  their  ways  of  adting,  he 
would  have  foon  difeover’d  the  Improba¬ 
bility  of  his  Hypothefs ,  and  no  doubt  em¬ 
ploy’d  his  thoughts  in  purfuit  of  one  more 
agreeable  to  truth,  or  at  leaf!:,  one  that 
cou’d  have  been  fupported  by  better  and 
more  forcible  arguments. 

As  to  that  account  he  gives  of  the 
Manner,  in  which  he  was  affedted,  with 
the  Effluvia  of  a  Mandrake- Apple,  I  muft 
declare,  that  I  have  not  faith  enough  to 
believe,  that  his  Sleepinefs  was  occafion’d 
by  means  of  Effluvia  arifing  from  it. 
There  is  no  Man  that  does  not  find  bim- 
Iclf  at  times,  without  any  evident  caule, 
inclinable  to  fall  into  fuch  agreeable  Slum¬ 
bers  ;  and  it  is  not  at  all  unlikely  to  ima¬ 
gine,  that  this  was  the  Cafe  of  Lemmas , 
who,  recolledting  what  the  Ancients  have 
writ  on  the  Narcotick  Virtues  of  the  Man¬ 
drake 3  immediately  concluded  that  this 

Lethargic 
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Lethargic  Fit  (as  he  calls  it)  was  intirely 
owing  to  Effluvia  arifmg  from  this  pre¬ 
tended  Soporiferous  Apple .  — —  It  mull:  in¬ 
deed  be  granted,  that  *  Lemnius  has  the 
Authority  of  the  Ancients  in  this  Point, 
to  produce  in  his  Defence,  but  the  greateffc 
Authority  mull  yeild,  when  Experiments 
often  repeated,  and  carefully  made,  fhew 
that  it  has  no  evident  grounds  to  fupporfc 
it.  We  have  already  taken  Notice  of  feme 
Experiments  made  by  L'sncceus  ProfelTor 
of  Botany  at  Rome ,  and  by  Lerrentius  af¬ 
ter  him,  in  order  to  afcertain  the  Narcotick 
Qualities  of  the  Mandrake ,  and  after  all 
their  attempts,  were  never  able  to  difcover 
any  of  thole  Effedts,  which  Plants  of 
the  foporiferous  kind  con  Handy  produce. 
And  I  think  the  Authority  of  thefe  dili¬ 
gent  and  inqulitive  Botanifts,  can’t  well 
be  call’d  in  queftion,  as  their  Experiments 
were  made  in  publick,  in  the  Prefence  of 
a  numerous  Audience,  with  all  the  Care 
and  Caution  imaginable.  But  in  order  to 
fatifsy  my  felf  more  fully  about  the  Nar¬ 
cotic  Virtues  of  the  Mandrake ,  I  made 
feveral  Trials  with  the  Root ,  Infufion  and 
Lin&ure  of  that,  which  is  commonly  dif- 
tinguilh’d  into  Male  and  Female ,  and  tho 
it  was  exhibited  to  different  Animals  in 
all  thefe  different  forms,  in  pretty  large 
Quantities,  nothing  enfued  that  could  pof- 

fibly 
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fibly  incline  us  to  think  that  the  Mandrake 
really  poffeffeth  any  of  thofe  Properties 
refident  in  Plants  of  the  Narcotic  kind.  It 
would  take  up  too  much  Room  to  infert 
in  this  place  the  Remarks  and  Obfervations 
that  occur’d  to  me  during  thefe  feveral 
Trials,  otherwife  I  had  fubmitted  them  to 
the  Judgment  of  the  Publick  at  this  very- 
time  ;  however  you  (hall  foon  fee  them  in 
the  fame  order  in  which  they  were  made. 

The  Cafe  of  Deufmgius  is  aim  oft  Pa¬ 
rallel  to  that  of  Lemnius .  He  exploded 
all  the  different  Notions  that  had  been  fet 
on  foot  to  folve  the  Difficulties  that  attend 
an  Explication  of  that  Text  in  Scripture 
which  relates  the  Hiftory  of  Rubens  Man¬ 
drakes^  and  then  gives  his  own  Opinion  in 
the  following  ludicrous  Manner.  “  Sane, 
cc  fi  nugari  in  re  Seria  diet  Animus,  di- 
“  cerem  potius  (Siquidem  Poma  Mandra - 
cc  gorce  voce  Doudai?n  intelligcnda  forent) 
cc  Rachelem  praa  tasdio,  quod  ex  amplexu 
cc  Mariti  non  conciperet  Prole-m,  maluiffe 
<c  quoque  omne  Defiderium  concubitus 
<£  fibi  perire,  atque  hunc  in  finem  Poma 
<c  ilia  Delideraffe,  ad  extin guendos  Vene- 
cc  ris  igniculos.”  Faliculus  Diflertationum 
Seledt.  page  578. 

This  is  a  Notion  fo  very  ridiculous  and 
inconfiftent,  that  it  would  be  only  diflroy- 
ing  of  time  to  beftow  one  Moment  in 

Confutation 
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Confutation  of  it,  and  deferves  our  Regard 
upon  no  other  account  than  the  Oddity 
of  it,  for  which  reafon  we  have  given  it  a 
Place  here. 

In  fhort,  Commentators  laying  confi- 
derable  Strefs  upon  that  Eagernefs  where¬ 
with  Rachel  defied  Children,  and  finding 
all  Antiquity  concur  in  afcribing  to  the 
Mandrake  fuch  Virtues  as  are  capable  of 
promoting  Conception,  have  almoft  una- 
nimoufly  run  into  an  Opinion,  that  Rachel 
could  defire  this  Plant  upon  no  other 
Account.  —  It  cannot  be  deny'd,  but  Ra¬ 
ckets  Paffion  for  Children  had  carry’d  be¬ 
yond  all  the  Bounds  of  Modefty  and  De¬ 
corum.  - Give  me  Children  or  elfe  I  die , 

is  a  full  and  convincing  Proof  of  that  Sor¬ 
row  and  Difpair  into  which  her  flerrility 
had  thrown  her;  and  Jacob  whom  fhe 
had  thus  unreafonably  reproach'd  on  that 
account,  was  at  laft  oblig'd  to  give  way  to 
his  Paffion,  and  chaftife  her  Impatience 
in  the  following  pathetick  Manner  :  Am 
I  in  Gods  Place  f  who  hath  withheld  from 
thee  the  Fruit  of  the  Wo??ib  ?  Tho  a  Con¬ 
duit  like  this  of  Rachels  would  appear  very 
prepofterous  among  the  Women  of  any 
other  Nation,  yet  it  will  admit  of  fome 
degree  of  Alleviation  among  the  Jews, 
who  look’d  upon  the  Want  of  Iflue  as  the 
heavieft  of  all  Curfes,  And  Rachel  upon 
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the  Birth  of  JoJepb  was  fo  fcnfible  of  the 
great  Favours  ihe  had  receiv’d  from  the 
Bounty  of  Heaven,  that  fhe  immediately 
exprefs’d  her  Acknowledgements  in  a 
Mixture  of  Gratitude  and  Tranfport,  be- 
caufe  God  had  taken  away  her  Reproach . 

Thefe  arguments  being  fully  weigh’d 
and  confider’d,  evidently  fhew,  that  Com¬ 
mentators  have  egregioufly  err’d,  in  ex¬ 
plaining  this  Text  of  Scripture  in  the  Senfe 
I  have  mention’d. - It  is  true,  the  Sep¬ 

ta  agint  have  render’d  the  Word  Dudaim 
us’d  in  the  Original  by  the  Greek  Word 
M «v$p*y0pflf£,  but  what  Affinity  the  one  has 
to  the  other  is  not  as  yet  agreed  upon 
among  thofe  who  are  acquainted  with  the 

Oriental  Languages. - All  I  can  fay  is 

this,  that  upon  examining  feveral  Verfions 
of  the  Pentateuch,  I  find  the  Word  Du¬ 
daim  exprefs’d  by  one,  which  in  thefe  dif¬ 
ferent  Langnages  fignifies  fome  delicious 
and  fragrant  Fruit ;  which  is  a  Circum- 
; fiance  that  does  not  at  all  belong  to  the 
Mandrake  of  the  Ancients,  for  Diofcorides 
and  Pliny  both  affirm  that  it  has  a  dis¬ 
agreeable  Flavour. - This  Conjecture  is 

ftill  further  confirm’d  from  the  Song  of 
Solomon  [a)  wherein  it  is  exprefly  laid, 
the  Mandrakes  give  afmell ,  &c.  Thefe 
are  the  only  Places  in  Scripture  where  the 

(«)  Cliap.  vii.  Ver.  13. 
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Word  Dudaim  occurs  in  the  Original,  and 
if  we  may  be  allow’d  to  alter  the  Tranflation 
in  one  Place  upon  the  Evidence  and  Au¬ 
thority  of  the  other,  the  Senfe  will  be  ob¬ 
vious,  natural  and  plain.  St.  Augu/lm 
was  intirely  of  this  Opinion,  and  ftrenu- 
oufly  afterts  that  Rachel  did  not  purchale 
Rubens Ma?jdrakes  in  order  to  promote  her 
Conception,  but  on  Account  of  fheir  Fra- 
grancy  and  Smell,  {b) 

Thefe,  Sir,  are  the  Reafons  that  have 
made  me  d.ffer  in  opinion  from  all  other 
Writers  on  this  Subject,  and  I  think  not 
without  manifeft  and  cogent  Reafons. 
It  is  true,  the  diftance  of  Time,  together 
with  the  Lofs  of  ancient  Monuments  of 
Learning,  has  render'd  the  Point  difficult 
to  be  determin’d.  We  have  loft  the 
/Egyptian  Botany ,  and  the  Grecian  is  not 
to  be  depended  upon.  Arijlotleand  cTheo- 
phrajlus  are  the  moft  ancient  Botanic 
Writers  they  have,  and  Diofcorides ,  who 
flourifh’d  many  Years  after,  has  in  the 
Main  follow’d  their  Steps,  tho  he  has  in 

many  things  improv’d  upon  them. - 

The  Romans  have  left  us  nothing  on  the 
Subject,  but  what  we  have  in  Pliny ,  who 
feems  to  have  tranfcrib’d  from  the  Greeks 

all  that  he  has  faid. - It  is  owing  to  thefe 

Misfortunes  that  learned  Men,  after  all 


(b)  Auguft.  lib.  xxii.  contra  Fault,  cap*  56. 
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their  Enquiries,  have  not  been  able  to  de¬ 
termine  what  kind  of  Plant  the  Mandrake 
of  the  Ancients  really  was,  nor  difcover 
any  Modern  one  analogous  to  it.  Many 
eminent  Men  and  learn’d  Critics,  have  of¬ 
fer’d  their  Conjectures,  but  none  have  pre¬ 
tended  to  advance  any  thing  with  abfolutc 

Certainty. - The  famous  Ludolfus  ( a ) 

has  produc’d  feveral  plaufible  arguments 
to  fliew,  that  it  is  the  Muja  or  Mauz  of 
Syria.  The  Rabbins  will  have  it  to  be  the 
Jefj'amin ,  or  Lilly :  Others  the  Pa  la  of 
Pliny  upon  account  of  its  delicious  Fruit. 
And  Deufmgius  (b)  is  at  great  Pains  to 
prove  it  to  be  a  delicious  kind  of  Melon , 
frequent  in  Syria  and  /Egypt.  How  far 
thefe  different  opinions  will  fatisfy  the 
Curious  I  know  not,  yet  I  think  many 
Arguments  might  be  advanc’d  to  prove 
their  Uncertainty:  However  I  hope  that 
I  have  in  fome  Meafure  anfwer’d  your 
requeft,  and  if  you  think  that  I  have 
treated  the  Subjeft  with  'any  tolerable 
degree  of  accuracy,  I  give  you  full 
liberty  to  dilpofe  of  it  as  you  think 
proper,  being  indifferent  about  the  Cen- 
iiire  of  the  World,  whilft  I  meet  with 
the  Approbation  of  a  Perfon  of  your  emi¬ 
nent  Merit  among  the  Learned.  I  am  &c 

{<i)  Comment,  in  Hitt.  yF.thiop.  page  1 41. 

(6)  Fafcicul.  Di/Tert.  de  Dudaini. 


FINIS. 


Shortly  will  he  publi/h’d. 


A  Medico  P r  attic al  Differtation,  on  the  Ufe  and  Abufe 
of  Blitters,  wherein  their  Efte&s  and  Confequenees  in 
Accute  and  Chronic  Difeales  are  clearly  explain’d :  And 
their  perniceous  EfFc&s  in  fome  Febrile  Symptoms  me¬ 
chanically  demonttrated,  together  with  fome  Obfer- 
vations  on  the  Commentaries  of  the  Learned  Dr.  Friend, 
by  the  Author  of  the  Critical  Differtation  on  the  Man¬ 
drake  of  the  Ancients. 

Non  infrequenter  enim  fit,  ut  Medici  arcanis  fuis 
accepta  ferant,  quae  Suffragante  tantum  Natura,  quo  ad 
Afflidionum  Mitigationem,  vel  totius  Morbi  Curationem 
evenerunt  ;  unde  tam  gloriofa  Smplicium  &  compoft- 
torum  Medicamentorum  Encomia  in  libris  pradicis  Sc 
botanicis  preftant,  quae  tamen  plerumque  omnem  Speai 
«t  Expedationem  tam  Medici  quam  Abgrotantis  fallunt 
atque  dettituunt.  Fred.  Hoffman.  Medicin.  Notional. 
SjJlcmat.  Tom.  3.  page  21. 
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